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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This office action is in response to the application filed June 1 , 2001 and 
Information Disclosure Statements filed August 14, 2003, and February 20, 2004. 

2. Claims 1-22 are pending. Claims 1 and 12 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 4-5, 8, 11-12, 15-16, 19 and 22 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Alexander (U.S. 6,732,331). 

As per independent claim 1 , Alexander discloses the method of modifying 



a target document comprising: 



• Accessing a target document, a metadata element, and a rendering 
instruction, wherein the target document comprises a target element 
(column 2, lines 59-62; column 2, line 63- column 3, line 6) 

• Locating the target element to which the metadata element applies 
(column 2, line 63- column 3, line 1: specifically the second sentence in 
the section stating that each element "includes a set of information 
attributes describing the data entry element") 

• Transforming the metadata element into a rendered element by using the 



rendering instruction (column 3, lines 2-6) 
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As per dependent claim 4, Alexander discloses the method wherein 
locating further comprises matching a term within the metadata element with a 
corresponding term within the rendering instruction (column 6, lines 6-12). 

As per dependent claim 5, Alexander discloses the method wherein the 
rendered element is displayed instead of the target element (Figures 7 and 8). 

As per dependent claim 8, Alexander discloses the method further 
comprising inserting the rendered element into the target document (Figures 7 
and 8: Notice that the metadata entered into figure 7 is rendered into the target 
document in figure 8). 

As per dependent claim 1 1 , Alexander discloses the method wherein the 
metadata element includes an identifier for the target document (column 1 1 , lines 
7-17: specifically the "name" tag on lines 9, 10, and 14). 

As per independent claim 1 2, Alexander discloses the system readable 
medium having code embodied therein, the code including instructions 
executable by a data processing system, wherein the instructions are configured 
to causes the data processing system to perform a method of communicating 
with a user, the method comprising: 

• Accessing a target document, a metadata element, and a rendering 
instruction, wherein the target document comprises a target element 
(column 2, lines 59-62; column 2, line 63- column 3, line 6) 

• Locating the target element to which the metadata element applies 
(column 2, line 63- column 3, line 1: specifically the second sentence in 
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the section stating that each element "includes a set of information 
attributes describing the data entry element") 
• Transforming the metadata element into a rendered element by using the 
rendering instruction (column 3, lines 2-6) 

As per dependent claim 15, Alexander discloses the data processing 
system medium wherein locating further comprises matching a term within the 
metadata element with a corresponding term within the rendering instruction 
(column 6, lines 6-12). 

As per dependent claim 16, Alexander discloses the data processing 
system medium wherein the rendered element is displayed instead of the target 
element (Figures 7 and 8). 

As per dependent claim 19, Alexander discloses the data processing 
system medium further comprising inserting the rendered element into the target 
document (Figures 7 and 8: Notice that the metadata entered into figure 7 is 
rendered into the target document in figure 8). 

As per dependent claim 22, Alexander discloses the data processing 
system medium wherein the metadata element includes an identifier for the 
target document (column 1 1 , lines 7-17: specifically the "name" tag on lines 9, 
10, and 14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



\ 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-3 and 1 3-1 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander further in view of Qureshi et al. (U.S. 6,456,305). 

As per dependent claim 2, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to disclose the method further comprising calculating screen coordinates relative 
to the target document where the rendered element is to be displayed. However, 
Qureshi discloses calculating screen coordinates relative to the target document 
where the rendered element is to be displayed (column 9, lines 13-16; column 9, 
lines 49-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of modifying 
target documents with Qureshi's method of calculating coordinates for displaying 
elements, since it would have allowed a user to create a target document and 
have the coordinates determined automatically. 

As per dependent claim 3, Alexander and Qureshi disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 2, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Qureshi also discloses inserting the element into the target document at the 
screen location (column 1 0, lines 1 1 -1 7; column 10, lines 22-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander and Qureshi's method of 



Application/Control Number: 09/681,762 Page 
Art Unit: 21 78 

modifying target documents and calculating coordinates for display with 
Qureshi's method of displaying elements, since it would allow a user to observe 
the rendered elements. 

As per dependent claim 13, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to disclose the data processing system medium further comprising calculating 
screen coordinates relative to the target document where the rendered element 
is to be displayed. However, Qureshi discloses calculating screen coordinates 
relative to the target document where the rendered element is to be displayed 
(column 9, lines 13-16; column 9, lines 49-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's data processing system 
medium of modifying target documents with Qureshi's method of calculating 
coordinates for displaying elements, since it would have allowed a user to create 
a target document and have the coordinates determined automatically. 

As per dependent claim 14, Alexander and Qureshi disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 13, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Qureshi also discloses inserting the element into the target document at the 
screen location (column 10, lines 11-17; column 10, lines 22-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander and Qureshi's method of 
modifying target documents and calculating coordinates for display with 
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Qureshi's method of displaying elements, since it would allow a user to observe 
the rendered elements. 

6. Claims 6, 9, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander further in view of Merritt et al. (U.S. 6,041 ,335). 

As per dependent claim 6, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to disclose the method wherein the rendered element includes a row or column 
of icons. However, Merritt discloses a row or column of icons (Figures 3-5: 
specifically the icon bar at the top that contains items 48 and 62 in Figure 3, item 
46 in Figure 4, and item 48 in Figure 5). v 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of displaying 
rendered elements instead of target elements with Merritt' s method of displaying 
rendered elements in a row or column, since it would have allowed a user to 
have all rendered elements in a single area so that data associated with them 
could be quickly and easily accessed without having to navigate throughout the 
target document. 

As per dependent claim 9, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 8, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to discloses: 

• The rendered element overlays the target element 

• The target element can be seen at least partially through the rendered 
element 
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However, Merritt discloses the method wherein: 

• The rendered element overlays the target element (Figure 3, items 40 and 
42; Figure 4, item 42; Figure 5, item 52) 

• The target element can be seen at least partially through the rendered " 
element (column 2, lines 46-48) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of modifying a target 
document with Merritt's method of displaying transparent overlays of rendered 
objects, since it would have allowed for transparent elements to not block other 
images on a computer monitor (Bartlett, U.S. 5,283,560: column 1, lines 53-54). 

As per dependent claim 17, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 16, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to disclose the data processing system medium wherein the rendered element 
includes a row or column of icons. However, Merritt discloses a row or column of 
icons (Figures 3-5: specifically the icon bar at the top that contains items 48 and 
62 in Figure 3, item 46 in Figure 4, and item 48 in Figure 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's data processing system 
medium displaying rendered elements instead of target elements with Merritt's 1 
method of displaying rendered elements in a row or column, since it would have 
allowed a user to have all rendered elements in a single area so that data 
associated with them could be quickly and easily accessed without having to 
navigate throughout the target document. 
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As per dependent claim 20, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 19, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to discloses: 

• The rendered element overlays the target element 

• The target element can be seen at least partially through the rendered 
element 

However, Merritt discloses the data processing system wherein: 

• The rendered element overlays the target element (Figure 3, items 40 and 
42; Figure 4, item 42; Figure 5, item 52) 

• The target element can be seen at least partially through the rendered 
element (column 2, lines 46-48) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of modifying a target 
document with Merritt's method of displaying transparent overlays of rendered 
objects, since it would have allowed for transparent elements to not block other 
images on a computer monitor (Bartlett, U.S. 5,283,560: column 1 , lines 53-54). 
7. Claims 7 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander further in view of Wayner (U.S. 5,557,71 7). 

As per dependent claim 7, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to discloses: 

• The target element including numerical information 

• The rendered element includes a depiction of the numerical information 
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• The depiction includes a representation of the numerical information in at 
least two dimensions 

However, Wayner discloses the method wherein: 

• The target element including numerical information (column 7, lines 32-36) 

• The rendered element includes a depiction of the numerical information 
(column 7, lines 32-36; column 9, lines 8-18: here, the score is numerical 
information) 

• The depiction includes a representation of the numerical information in at 
least two dimensions (column 10, line 61- column 1 1 , line 20) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 

the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of rendering 
metadata about a target element with Wayner's method of rendering a graph 
from metadata, since it would have allowed a user to easily archive information 
that would be available for reproduction (Wayner: column 1 1 , lines 33-35; column 
11, lines 40-41). 

As per dependent claim 18, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 16, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Alexander fails 
to discloses: 

• The target element including numerical information 

• The rendered element includes a depiction of the numerical information 
© The depiction includes a representation of the numerical information in at 

least two dimensions 
However, Wayner discloses the data processing system medium wherein: 
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• The target element including numerical information (column 7, lines 32-36) 

• The rendered element includes a depiction of the numerical information 
(column 7, lines 32-36; column 9, lines 8-18: here, the score is numerical 
information) 

• The depiction includes a representation of the numerical information in at 
least two dimensions (column 1 0, line 61 - column 1 1 , line 20) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of rendering 
metadata about a target element with Wayner's method of rendering a graph 
from metadata, since it would have allowed a user to easily archive information 
that would be available for reproduction (Wayner: column 1 1 , lines 33-35; column 
11, lines 40-41). 

8. Claims 10 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander further in view of Clark (XSL Transformations 
(XSLT) Version 1.0). 

As per dependent claim 10, Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. However, 
Alexander fails to disclose the method wherein a tag within the metadata element 
includes a locating information to locate the target element within the target 
document. However, Clark discloses the method wherein a tag within the 
metadata element includes a locating information to locate the target element 
within the target document (page 28, first paragraph: here, being able to give an 



f 
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element a name attribute and an optional namespace attribute allow for the 
named element to be located within the namespace). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's method of modifying 
target documents with Clark's method of locating a target element within a target 
document, since it would have allowed a user to render specific elements or even 
to render elements within specific namespaces. 

As per dependent claim 21 , Alexander discloses the limitations similar to 
those in claim 12, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. However, 
Alexander fails to disclose the data processing system medium wherein a tag 
within the metadata element includes a locating information to locate the target 
element within the target document. However, Clark discloses the method 
wherein a tag within the metadata element includes a locating information to 
locate the target element within the target document (page 28, first paragraph: 
here, being able to give an element a name attribute and an optional namespace 
attribute allow for the named element to be located within the namespace). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to have combined Alexander's data processing system 
medium of modifying target documents with Clark's method of locating a target 
element within a target document, since it would have allowed a user to render 
specific elements or even to render elements within specific namespaces. 

Conclusion 
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9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Meyerzon et al. (US 6199081): Discloses rendered metadata elements. 

• Nakagawa et al. (US 6414691): Discloses rendered elements. 

• Walls (US 6618052): Discloses a method for displaying a graphical 
representation of data. 

• Gilmour (US 6205472): Discloses metadata elements. 

• Copeland et al. (US 6557076): Discloses rendering of data elements. 

• Call (US 6154738): Discloses rendered metadata elements. 

• Claussen et al. (US 6718516): Discloses content verification in a DOM). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kyle R Stork whose telephone number is 
(703) 605-1203. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 
(7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (703) 308-5465. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 



Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 




STEPHEN S. HONG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



